vi                    Critical Notices.
possible ; but i.i any rate, it must have been some centuries after the commencement of cur era.
The whole of the extant Puranas lie considers to belong to the last thousand years or so. The designation, as employed in the Brahtnanas, applied to the frequent cosmogouie enquiries interspersed throughout those works. Subsequent!y, separate works arose, and the subject-matter was extended to the ''history of the created world, aud of the families of its gods and heroes, as well as the doctrines of its various dissolutions and renovations iu accordance with the theory of the mundane periods (yugus)"
As to the comparatively modern works that have conic down to us/'they are written (cf. Lassen) in the interests of, and for the purpose of recommending, the Siva, and Yishnu sect23; and not one of them corresponds exactly, a few correspond slightly, and others do not correspond at all, with the description of the ancient Puranas preserved to us in the Scholiasts of Amara, aud also here and there in the works themselves. * For the old narratives* which are in part abridged, in pirt omitted altogether, have been substituted theological and philosophical doctrines, ritual and ascetic precepts, and especially legends recommending a particular divinity or certain shrines' (Lassen, Z. K.,A L 481). Yefc they have unquestionably preserved much of the mutter of these older works ; and accordingly it is not uncommon to meet with lengthy passages, similarly worded, in several of them at the same time. Generally speaking, as regards the traditions of primitive times, they closely follow the Maha-Bharata as their authority ; but they likewise advert, though uniformly in a prophetic tone, to the historic lines of kings. llere, however, they come into the most violent conflict, not only with each other, but with chronology in general, so that their historical value in this respect is extremely small. Their number is considerable, amounting to eighteen, and is doubled if we reckon the so-called Upapur&nas, in which the epic character has been thrust still more into the background, while the ritual element has come quite to the front."
At the bead of the Kavyas, again, stands the Ramdi/ann, a work which, in respect of its language, is closely related to the war portions of the Mahd-Bharattt, though displaying traces of a later date. As regards contents, on the contrary, "the difference between it aud this portion cf the Mab&-Bhirata is an important one. In the latter human interest every-' where preponderates and a number of well defined personages are* introduced, to whom the possibility of historical existence cannot be denied, and who were only at a later stage associated with the myths about the gods. But in the Ramayaua we find ourselves from the very outset in the region of allegory; and we only move historical ground in so far as the allegory is applied to an